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Notes an Pro.gei: 35 +1330

P. 2; Pr. 15-23
Meaning of the terme “specialized foundry® should be clerified
2as L . fed. Are
you uuix?g the term to refer to n separate industrial enterprise whose -
smulty is foundry work, or to distinguish a fousdry doing gerersi
casting from one that speejalimes in cortain types of cestings?

P. 22

. Bow 414 1sdividusl plant mnagers resct to dape |
casting facilities? ¥ Ages pendence on cutsile

P. 25, midfle pars., decrsase i1 foundries, 1965/58
b
Shouldn't this be 15 to 25¢ as coupared with 19587 8se . 17.
P, 2?; 13t sent,

Is "planned expenditure” the best way to state this?
"auticipated requiremenis.” wye

Pp. 27-28, extent to whieh non-sandmold ing wethods are used

Isa't this a considarmble saift fer 1 year? Is thare ' '
" . 8 i 5
problem in these two sets of datal Gerintt forel

P. 31, 1. 11
", " -

simple mechanieal aids, rather :han elsocrate machinery,”
P. 32, bottom

"Must™?
P. 37, last line

Not sn amction, but a failure to mei. See Lext.
P. kO, top line

What ig a unit? Should we edd: of foundry equipment?
P. 81, 4 12, wp

Flural
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| P. b2, note
| Of US design?
P. b, note
Why bury the only recent ;scduction number in & footnote?
P. 46, erd middle para.

Referring to incresses is -onfusing.

| These increases are Qifficult to reconeile with the 160 millicn
g ruble base givern hare asnd above, p. 44 n. Isn't the derived figum

! closer to 156 million rubles?
1

Table &.
I would like this teble (9 show parcent increases over the previous

1 year and suggest timt 5 tabulniion be added glving the average anm al
; intreases in tons of netal cast, vhich I derive ssthollows:

Years Cast Iron Steel Total
i 1951-58 10.6 5.6 3.7
| 1959-65 Flan 7.0 HRY 7.3

These figures should be chocked. They sppeer to sugpest that
casting cutput hmss grown at a ¢onsidershly slower rate than has the
groas outpul of the aachine huilding and metal working industry, fer
which the 1951-58 anmunl averng: was 15.9%.

The should alse show the avarage saouvsl srowth retes imglied
by the 1965 goals for the production of foundry eguipment. I figus
these rates as 12.64 tc 1h.6% aad note Lhat they are well sbove thx
‘ planned growth rates for casting ocuvtput.

I also note thet the TPP provides for a slower growth of irom
ceastings and & more rapid incrgase in the ocutput of stecl castings as
with the 1951-50 periad, How do you interpret these flguies
in the light of (1) the "cmatfoge bottlsneck”? (2) efforts to meak
the bottleneck by the establishrt of specialiged foundries as age inat
the direct expansion of facilitiss?
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